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EXECUTIV SUMARY

ES-l PROJECT BACKGROUN

The Californa Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939), as amended, Section
40000 et seq. of the Public Resources Code requies each county to prepare a countyde
sitig element which identies how the county and the cities with the county will addrss
the need for is year of disposaltrfonnation capacity to safely hadle solid wase

generated in the county which canot be reduced, recycled, or composted. AB 939
recognizes that landfills and trfonnation facilties are necessa components of any
integrted solid waste management system.

As mandated by AB 939, the County of Los Angeles Countyde Sitig Element (CSE)
establishes goals, policies, and gudelines for prope plang and sitig of solid wa
trformtion and land disposal facilties on a Countyde basis. It offers strtegies and
estlishes sitig criteria to be usd as an aid to evaluate sites proposed for development of

needed solid wate trformation and land disposa facilties.

-

The CSE provides a description of the aras and sttegies tht may be used to address the

Stae madaes for adequate ~formon or disa caity durg the IS-yea plang

period. The CSE serves as a policy manua rather th a spcific development progr.

Defitive inormtion can only be accmplished for spific site and projects. As they
develop, specific sites and projects mus eah fuy comply with all reuiments of the
Caiforna Envinmenta Quaity Act (CEQA), as well as compliance with all Feder, Sta
and loca nnes and reguatons includig consisncy with the loc jmiction Genera Plan.

Ths sum is intended to provide only a brief 
background and overew of the CSE. The

complete report should be consted for a detaed anysis.

ES-2 COUNE SITIG ELEMENT APPROVAL

State. law (Section 41721 of the Calforna P~blic Resoures Code) requies the CSE be
"approved by the County and by a majority of the Cities with the County which conta
a majority of the populaton of the incorpra ar of the County." In addition to the local
jursdictons's approvals, the CSE mus be reviewed and approved by the Californa
hitegred Waste Manement Board (CIWM). Table ES-l provides a sw of 

the CSE
approval process as mandated by State law.
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ES-3 PUROSE AN OBJECTIVES OF THE COUNYWDE SITING ELEMENT

In accordance with State law, the purose of the CSE for the County of Los Angeles is to
address the management of that porton of solid waste that remains afer the 88 cities in
Los Angeles County and the County unncorporated communties have completed their
recycling, composting, and other waste diversion activities for each year òf the IS-year
plaIing period.

The objectives of the CSE are the goals and policies delineated in Chapter 2 of the CSE. The
goals are as follows:

1. To protect the health welfare, and safety of all citizens by addressing the disposa
need of the 88 Cities and the County uncorporated communties in Los Angeles
County durg the IS-yea plang period though development of envionmentaly

safe and techncaly feasible disposa facilties for solid waste which canot be
reduced, recycled, or composted.

Ths goal incorprates policies to:

Enhance in-County disposal capacity,
Faciltate utilization of out-of-County/remote diposa sites, and

-
2. To foster the development of trformation and other innovative solid wae

disposal technologies as alternatives to land disposa.

3. To protect the economic well-being of Los Angeles County by ensurg tht the

cities and the County uncorprated communties are served by an effcient and
economical public/private solid wase disposal system.

4. To provide sitig criteria tht considers and provides for the environmentaly safe

and techncally feasible development of solid wae disposal facilties.

S. To reduce the volume (tonnge) of solid waste reuig land disposal or
trfonnation by contiuig to implement and expand soure reduction, recyclig,

compostig, and public education progr.

6. To conserve Class III landfill capacity though diversion of inert waste, disposal of

inert waste at unclassified landfills, increased waste disposal compaction rate, and
the use of green waste and other appropriate materials for landfil daly cover.

7. To promote and encourge wase diversion activities at disposal facilties.

8. To promote adequate markets for recycled materials and compost products.

ES-4



ES-4 DESCRITION THE COUNTYWDE SITING ELEMENT

The CSE is prepared by the sta of the Los Angeles County Deparent of Public Works
under the auspices of the Los Angeles County Solid Waste Management

Commtteentegrted Waste Manement Task Force (Task Force). The ÇSE is prepared
puruat to the sttutory requirements for the content and format of the Coun~de Sitig
Element found in the Californa Public Resources Code, Sections 41700-41721.S. These
requiements are fuer clarfied in reguations adopted by the CIWM, and approved by
the Offce of Admstve Law, for the prepartion of a Sitig Element (Calforna Code
of Regulations, Tite 14, Division 7, Chapter 7, Arcle 6.S, Sections 1875S though
187S6.7).

The CSE addresses the abve issues with the intet of providi a mea for proper plang
and sitig of solid wa trformation and land disa facilties on a Countyde basis.
It offers strtegies and establishes Sitig Criteria to be us as an aid to evaluae sites
propose for development of neeed solid waste trformation and land disposa facilties

to effectively serve the public need.

A brief description of the contents of each chapter is provided below in Section ES-S.

1995 Disposal Ouantities

- In 1995, the residents and businesses of Los Angeles County disposed of approxitely
12.0 millon tons of solid wate at existg pentted land dispsa and trformation
facilties locted in and out of the County. Of th amount, approxiately 10.9 milion tons
were dispsed at in-County Class il landflls, S10,000 tons at trformation (wae-to-
energy) facilties, S2,OO tons exprted to out-of-Cunty Clas in landf, and S30,OOO tons

at permtted unclasified landflls (iner waste only). The above 1995 solid waste diposa
quatities exclude approxiately 77S,000 tons of waste imported from Orage, Riverside,
San Berndio, San Diego, Ventu and other counties.

The above disa quatities for solid wae genera in Los Aneles County trlat into
an averae dispsa ra of approxiely 38,SSO tons per day (six-dy week) Countyde;

3S,OSO tons per day at Class III landflls; 1,630 tons per day at wase-to-energy facilties;

170 tons per day exported to out-of-County Class il landflls; and 1,670 tons per day at

permtted unclassified landfills.

The '199S tota disa quatity of 12.0 millon tons represents a signcant reduction over

the 1990 disposal amoUnt of approxitely 16.1 millon tons. Whe the recession

exprience in'te region between 1990 and 1995 contrbuted in substtial mea, to ths

drop in. disposal quatities, much of ths reduction ha occured as a result of aggressive
waste diversion progrs being implemented by jursdictions thoughout Los Angeles
County.

ES-S



In 1995 there were 17 permitted Class III landfills operating in Los Angeles County
(11 major landfills and six minor landfills including Two Harbors Landfill which closed in
October 1995 due to the inabilty to comply with Subtitle D requirements of 

the Federa. Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, as amended), two permtted unclassified landfills

(in addition to Aza Land Reclamation Landfill which contans areas designated for inert
waste disposal only), and two trformation facilties. Figure ES-l shows the location of

eah solid wae landfll and trformation facilty 
existig in Los Angeles County in 1995

with updated inormation to Febru 1997. It should be noted that the Aza Land
Reclamon Landfl ceaed disposa of non-inert solid wase on October 3, 1996; the BKK
Landfl closed on September is, 1996; the Lopez Canyon Landfill closed on July 1, 1996;
the Two Harbors Landfll closed on September 30, 1995; the Sunhie Canyon Landfll
began operation on Augut S, 1996; and the Nu-Way Live Oak Landfll (an unclassified
landfill) becae permtted on June 3, 1996.

Remaining Permitted Disposal Capacity

As of Decmbe 31, 1995, the remag permtted Class III landf caity in Los Angeles
County is estated at 102.3 millon tons (187.9 millon cubic yards; includes permtted
capacity at Sunhie Canyon which was fuly permtt but not yet operationa). Based on
the 1995 averae dispsa rate of3S,OSO tons per day (six-dy week), excludg was being
imported to the CQunty, ths capity will be mathemacay exhused in less than ten yea.
However, in order to mae a reac asssment of the adequacy of the remag Class il
dispsa caacity, may factors must be taen into consideration which severely hider the
acsibilty of the remag disposa capacity or tht afect solid was generation. These

factors include: expirtion of the Lad Use Permt; Wase Dischage Requiments Permt;
Solid Waste Facilties Permt; ai quaity pets; restrctions on the acceptace of wategenerated outside jursdictiona and/or waseshed boundaes; permt restctions on the
amount of waste tht can be accepted daly and/or weekly; geogrphic barers; and/or

limtations on the amount of waste tht can be hadled by a facilty on a daly basis due to
. lack of manpower and equipment When these factors are consider the anysis indicates

that a permtted daly disposa capacity shortall may occur as early as the yea 2000.

-

As of Decmber 31,1995, the tota remaig permtted inert waste capacity in the County
is estiated at approximately S3.1 millon tons (3S.4 millon cubic yards). Based on the

1995 averae disposa rate of 1,770 tons inert waste per day (six-dy week), ths capacity
will be exhausted in 96 year. Ths demonstrtes that there is curently adequate disposal
capacity at unclassified landflls and no inert landfill crisis curently exist. As such,
permttd unclassified landflls ar not considere in the disposa caacity anysis prepard
for the CSE due to the curent adequae dispsa capacity for inert waste with the County,-
and the increasing trend towards recycling constrction and demolition wase.
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There are curently two waste-to-energy facilities with a combined permitted daily capacity
of 1,977 tons (six-day week). It is expected that these two facilties will operate at their
curent pentted daly capacity durg the plang period. Wase-to-energy technology has

been identified as an effective alternative to divert the greatest amount of solid waste from
landfills and remains a valid solid waste disposal alternative for futue consideration in
Los Angeles County. It is commercially, techncally, and environmentaly feasible as
demonstrted by the successfu operation of these two facilties and by meeting strngent ai
quaity stadards. Curently, development of new trformation facilties in Los Angeles
County may not be feasible due to the high capita development cost, uncertty caused by
deregulation of the utilty industr, the curent low pnces for power, and negative public

perception regarding ths technology.

Table ES-2 lists permtted landflls and tranfonnation facilties existing in I99S and the
quatities of solid waste disposed in 1995 originatig in Los Angeles County. Table ES-2
also lists the remaig permitted capacity for these facilties as of December 31, 1995.

Waste Generation and Disposal Projections

-

The waste generation projections in the CSE were obtaed by using. the CIWM' s
Adjusent Methodology. The Adjusent Methodology is considere to provide the most
accurte representation of the effects of economic and population growt on solid wase
generation. The Adjustment Methodology provides jursdictions with a valttble tool for
more accurtely measurg their progress in reducing solid waste disposal, as well as for
estimating futue disposal quatities.

In applyig the Adjusent Methodology, and in accordace with the requiements of State

law, the I99S waste quatities were selected as the base year data. Also, the methodology
requies the use of historicalprojection da on population, employment, taable sales and,
if applicable, the Consumer Price Index. State projections were used for population and
taxable sales, and Southern Californa Association of Governents' projections for
employment were used since no employment projections ar avaiable from the State or other
sources thugh the year 2010. The resulting projections of wase generation and disposal,
expressed as daly rates (six-day week), are shown in the second and four colum of
Tables ES-3 though ES-7. The anyses assume achievement of AB 939's wase diversion
mandates of2S percent by 1995 and SO percent by 2000 and thereaer.

Adequacy of Existing Remaining Disposal Capacity

Tables ES- 3 though ES-7 consider a number of scenaros to identify disposal needs durg
the IS-year plang period. Each scenao provides an anysis of disposa capacity neeed
by the 88 cities in Los Angeles County and the County uncorprated communties for eah
year of the I5-year plang period, and identifies excess or shortall of in-County disposal
capacity for each planng year. The analysis also assumes that all jursdictions in
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Los Angeles County will achieve SO percent waste reduction by the year 2000 as well as
mainta that level of waste reduction though the end of the plang period.

. Table ES-3. Scenaro A. Ths scenaro assumes that all Los Angeles County solid

waste tht must be disposed of will be managed at existig in-County permtted
disposal facilties durg the 15-year plang period. The anlysis also assumes
tht no new trformation facilties, no new landfls, and no expanions of existg
landfills will become operational withn Los Angeles County durg the planng
period.

. Table ES-4. Scenaro B. Ths scenaro is similar to Scenaro A, except that it

considers the potential disposal capacity savings that may be realized at in-County
landfills though the use of alternative daly cover materials.

. Table ES-5. Scenaro C. Ths scenao considers existig in-County permtted

disposal facilties and utilization of up to 6,000 tons per day of out-of-Los Angeles
County landflls. The anysis also assues tht no new trformation facilties, no
new landflls, and no expanions of existg landflls will beome operationa with
Los Angeles County durg the IS-year plang period.

. Table ES-6. Scenaro D. Ths scenao assumes tht all Los Angeles County solid

waste tht mus be disposed of will be maned at existig in-County permitted
disposal facilties durg the IS-year plang period. Additionally, the scenao
assues tht all proposed expanions of existg in-County lardflls, -as identified in
Chapter 7, will be successfuly permtted and developed to their fu capacity, as

proposed. Ths scenao alo assumes th no new landflls will become operationa
durng the IS-year plang penod.

. Table ES-7. Scenaro E. Ths scenao is simlar to Scenao D, except that it

assumes that all proposed new in-County landfills, as identified in Chapter 7, in
addition to the expanions of existig landflls, will be successfuly permtted and
developed to their ful capacity: as proposed.

The above analyses assume ful implementation of AB 939 waste diversion progrs and,

as indicated above, the achievement of the 2S and SO percent wase diversion mandates by
1995 and the year 2000, respectively. The anyses consider ful use of the pennttd disposa
capacity available at the Sunhie Canyon Landf for the second ha of 1996 and thereafr.
Based on these anyses, shortals in daly penntted dispsal capacity may be experienced

as early as the year 2000. In each cae, the shortal would increase to nearly 14,000 tons pe
day (six-day week) or more upon expiration of the Puente Hils Landfll Conditional Use

Permit in November 2003.
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Identifcation of Existing and Potential Solid Waste Transformation and Disposal
Facilties

Based on previous studies, the CSE has identified areas/sites withn the Cities and the
County unincorporated areas where the document's Siting Criteria may be applicable for
development of new Class III landfill facilities or expansion of the existing facilities.

The CSE will require that prior to development of any of these facilties or any other land
disposaltransformation facility, the facility proponent must show the project to be consistent
with the CSE, as well as undergo a vigorous site-specific assessment and permtting process
at the Federal, State, and local levels, including addressing all environmenta concerns as
mandated by CEQA. The determation of consistency with the CSE and its Siting Criteria:
for a parcular project is obtained from the Los Angeles County Solid Waste Management
Commttee/Integrated Waste Management Task Force though the Finding of Conformance
process.

Table ES-8 provides a sumar of potential new landfills and potential expansions of
existing facilities as of Febru 1997. Figue ES-l shows the location of existing disposal
sites, potential expanions, and potential new landfll sites in Los Angeles County.

Consistency with City and County General Plans-
AB 939, as amended, requires the CSE to identify areas for the location of 

potential new

solid waste disposal facilities and potentiaa expansion of existing solid waste disposal
facilities if it is determed that existig solid wase disposal capacity with the County will
be exhausted with the IS-year plang period. The sites identified in the CSE mayor may
not be consistent with the General Plans of their respective local jursdiction.

The authority to determe the consistency with the Genera Plan lies with the governent
of the local jursdiction in which the project is located. As such, the sitig and protection of
the areas identified for futue use as solid waste disposal facilties are subject to the land use
regulations (i.e., General Plan, Zoning, and land use permits) of 

the local jursdictions on

which the CSE must rely to be implemented. Therefore, in the CSE, areas identified are
considered "reserved" if:

a) the local jursdiction has made a specific determation tht the proposed land use for

the solid waste disposal site is consistent with its General Plan, or

b) the use of the area as a solid waste disposal site is listed among the potential uses for

the area in the local jursdiction's General Plan. Otherwse, the identified areas are
considered "tentatively reserved" and not consistent with the local jursdiction's
General Plan.
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The followig sites are considered to be consistent with the County of Los Angeles General
Plan and, therefore, for the purose of the CSE, they are "reserved": Antelope Valley
Landfill Expansion, Chiquita Canyon Landfill Expanion, Elsmere Canyon Landfill,
Lancaster Landfill Expansion, Puente Hils Landfill Expansion, and Sunshie Canyon
Landfill Expansion (County unincorporated area).

The following sites are identified as "tentatively reserved" in the CSE: Blind Canyon, Scholl
Canyon, and the Sunshie Canyon .Landfill Expansion (City of Los Angeles portion).
However, the areas not brought into consistency with the local jursdictions' General Plan
by the first five-year revision of the County Integrated Waste Management Plan, or
subsequent. revisions, are required to be removed from the CSE. The local governent
having jursdiction over the area may also remove "tentatively reserved" areas. from the
CSE by requesting the County to do so at the time of 

the next revision of the CSE.

Finding of Conformance

The CSE addresses the procedure for obtag a Finding of Conformance (FOC) with the .
Los Angeles County CSE from the Task Force. The Task Force was formed by the Cities and
the County in July 1990 pursuat to the requiements of AB 939 (Section 409S0 of the

Californa Public Resources Code). The Task Force membership consists of seventeen
voting members, each of whom is knowledgeable in one or more aspects of solid wase
management or in such related fields as. envionmenta quaity, resource or energy
conservation, and land use. The FOC process wil provide a) a mechasm for the inclusion
of new solid wase landflls or trformation facilties, or expanions of existg solid wase
disposal facilties into the CSE, and b) a process by which consistency with the CSE and
compliance with its sitig criteria are determned.

-

Curent State law (Section SOOO 1 of the Californa Public Resources Code) requies that afer

a Countyde Integrated Waste Management Plan has been approved by the CIWM, no
person shall estblish a new or expand an existg solid wase disposal facilty in the County
uness the proposed facilty ha ben identied in an approved CSE, or amendment thereof.

To accomplish ths mandate in Los Angeles County, any FOC granted by the Task Force to
a solid waste disposal facilty will serve as an approved amendment to the CSE.

Based on the foregoing, the FOC process provides the Task Force with the capabilty to
ensure tht the Siting Criteria contaed in the CSE are applied, and that a land disposal or

the transformation facilty is in conformance with the CSEand its sitig criteria.
Additionally, the FOC process will provide a foru in which the public~ local jursdictions,
public organzations, businesses, and industr may voice their opinons regarding each
individua project.
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Out-of -County Disposal

The CSE identifies how Los Angeles County can address the Countyde solid waste
disposal needs for the IS-year plang period though utilization of existg in-County solid
waste disposal facilties, and development of new and/or expanion of existing facilties.
However, to ensure that solid waste disposal, an essential public service, remai
unterrpted durg the IS-year plang period and in the long term, the CSE identifies and
describes out-of-County disposa facilties, includig those with wase-by-ral capabilty, tht

may be available for disposal of waste generated in Los Angeles County. As a par of ths.
analysis, a description of the needed in-County solid waste stations with waste-by-rail
capabilty is also provided.

The CSE also describes the limitations of the out-of-County disposal option as a mean
ensure reliable' and economical disposal capacity to the residents and businesses of
Los Angeles County. Based on limtations identified, out-of-County solid wase disposa is
viewed as a mea of supplementig in-County disposal capacity in the event tht anticipated
in-County capacity is not atted and/or as a mean to extend the life of in-County landflls.

Table ES-9 provides a sumar of existing and proposed out-of-County disposal facilties
which may be available for use by jursdictions in Los Angeles County.

i Implementation-
As requied by State law, the CSE estblishes tielines and identifies public and/or private

, entities which have control in implementation of the goals and policies listed.

ES-5 SUMY OF THE CSE

The following provides ,a brief overvew of each chapter.

· CHATER 1 - Introduction

Ths chapter provides an overvew of the State requirements and background .
information on the Los Angeles County solid waste management system. Also
included is a sum of the activities tht have been intuted by the County Board
of Supervsors (Los Angeles County Solid Waste Management Action Plan) since
1986 in addressing the solid waste needs of ths County.

· CHAPTER 2 - Goals and Policies

This chapter lists goals and policies developed by the Task Force (as requied by
State law). Ths chapter also identies the agencies responsible for implementig the
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Countyde Siting Element, the implementation of taks identified, and fuding
source for the administration of the document.

· CHATER 3 - Existig Solid Waste Disposal Facilties

This chapter identifies all existing permitted landfills and transformation

facilities in Los Angeles County. The chapter also includes a series of tables and
maps providing all essential information on each facilty.

· CHATER 4 - Current Disposal Rate and Assessment of Disposal Capacity
Needs

This chapter quatifies the curent disposal rate, as well as projection of disposal

needs durg each year of the IS-year plang period. A number of scenaos have
been analyzed in identifying when the County will experience a shortall in permtted
daly disposal capacity based on statu quo, as well as other alterntives identified
in the document.

· CHATER 5 - Alternative Disposal Technologies

This chapter describes existing and potential alternative solid waste disposal
technologies. The chapter also describes a number of potential landfill capacity
saving measures and the potential savigs that may be realized though their
implementation.

-

· CHATER 6 - Facilty Sitig Criteria

This chapter provides an overview of reguatory requirements for sitig of solid

waste disposal facilties. As requied by State law, and in accordace with the
Californa Integrated Waste Manement Board's reguations, ths chapter also
includes the sitig criteria for development of new landflls and trsformation
facilties, and expansion of existing facilties.

· CHATER 7 - Proposed In-County Facilty Location and Description

Ths chapter identifies and provides inormation on area in the County and/or cities
which may be potentially suitable for development of landf facilities. Ths chapter

also identifies all existing facilities that could be expanded durg the required
plang period. The potential new sites identified are:

Blind Canyon
Elsmere Canyon
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Facilities identified for expansion are:

Antelope Valley "Landfill
Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Lancaster Landfill
Puente Hils Landfill
Scholl Canyon Landfill
Sunhine Canyon Landfll (City of Los Angeles and the uncorporated area)

· CHAPTER 8 - General Plan Consistency

This chapter provides information on the consistency, with the appropriate

jursdiction's Genera Plan, of each potential new landfll site and potential
expanion of an existing site which was listed in Chapter 7.

· CHATER 9 - Out-of-County Disposal Facilties

This chapter identifies existing and proposed landflls in adjacent counties which
may be available for use by jursdictions in Los Angeles County.

. CHATER 10 - Finding of Conformance

-
Ths chapter describes how new facilties or expanion of existig facilties can
obta a Findig of Conformance with the Countyde Sitig Element. Ths process

will insure ful compliance with the sitig criteria, as well as other requiements
which the Task Force may have.
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TABLE ES-3
SCENARIO A

DISPOSAL CAPACllY SHORTFALL ANALYSIS
ASSUMING NO NEW OR EXPANDED LANDFILLS DURING THE PLANNING PERIOD

Basd on January 1,1995 through December 31,1995 sbi:-day average tonnages and
assuming AS 939 diversion is fully implemented
Los Angeles County Countyide Siting Element

Year Waste Percent Total Maximum Landfill Daily
Generation Diversion Disposal Daily Disposal Disposal

Rate Need IT ransformation Need Capacity
Capacity Shortall

(Excess)

(tcd-6) (tcd-6) (tpd-6) ltcd-6) (tpd-6)
1995 49,133 25.00% 36,849

1996 50,406 30.00% 35,285 1,977 33,308 (22,234

1997 51,290 35.00% 33,339 1,977 31,362 (2,720

1998 52,123 40.00% 31,274 1,977 29,297 (2,269

1999 52,582 45.00% 28,920 1,977 26,943 (1,972

2000 53,661 50.00% 26,830 1,977 24,853 2,042

2001 54,815 50.00% 27,407 1,977 25,430 3,94

2002 55,792 50.00% 27,896 1,977 25,919 4,372

2003 56,839 50.00% 28,420 1,977 26,443 4,830

2004 57 !824 50.00% 28,912 1,977 26,935 17,260

2005 58,750 50.00% 29,375 1,977 27,398 17,679

2006 59,692 50.00% 29,84 1,977 27,869 24,090

2007 60,628 50.00% 30,314 1,977 28,337 24,499

2008 61,557 50.00% 30,778 1,977 28,801 24,905

2009 62,478 50.00% 31,239 1,977 29,262 25,307

2010 63,390 50.00% 31,695 1,977 29,718 25,705

-

ASSUMPTIONS:
1.- The waste Generation Rate was estimated using the CIWB's adjustment methodolog,

utlizng population and economic projecons available frm the State Departent of

Finance and the Southern California Association of Governments.

2.- Diversjon Rate 25% in 1995, incrase to 50% by 2000 and thereafter.

NOTES:
1.- The 1995 Disposal Tonnage Rates are based on pennited daily capacity and

on the average daily tonnages for the period of 1/1/95 to 12/31/95.
2.- "tpd-6": tons per day, 6 day per week average.

Source: Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, February 1997.
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TABLE ES-4
SCENARIO B

DISPOSAL CAPACITY SHORTFALL ANALYSIS
ASSUMING NO NEW OR EXPANDED IN..OUNTY LANDFILLS AND

ALTERNATIE DAILY COVER CAPACITY SAVINGS DURING THE PLANNING PERIOD
Baed on January 1, 1995 through December 31,1995 six-day average tonnages and

assuming AB 939 diversion is fully implemented
Los Angeles County Countyide Sitng Element

-

Year Waste Percent Total Maximum Landfill Daily
Generation Diversion Disposal Daily Disposal Disposal

Rate Need Transformation Need Capacity
Capacit Shortll

(Excess)

(tDd-6) ltDd-6) (tDd-6) ItDd-6) (tDd-6)

1995 49,133 25.00% 36,849

1996 50,406 30.00% 35,285 1,977 33,308 (22,234

1997 51,290 35.00% 33,339 1,977 31,362 (2,720

1998 52,123 40.00% 31,274 1,977 29,297 (2,269

1999 52,582 45.00% 28,920 1,977 26,943 (1,972

2000 53,661 50.00% 26,830 1,977 24,853 2,042

2001 54,815 50.00% 27,407 1,977 25,430 3,94

2002 55,792 50.00% 27,896 1,977 25,919 4,372

2003 56,839 50.00% 28,420 1,977 26,443 4,830

2004 57,824 50.00% 28,912 1,977 26,935 17 ,260

2005 58,750 50.00% 29,375 1,977 27,398 17,66

2006 59,692 50.00% 29,84 1,977 27,869 24,090

2007 60,628 50.00% 30,314 1,977 28,337 24,499

2008 61,557 50.00% 30,778 1,977 28,801 24,905

2009 62,478 50.00% 31,239 1,977 29,262 25,307

2010 63,390 50.00% 31,695 1,977 29,718 25,705

ASSUMPTONS:
1.- The waste Generation Rate was estimated using the CIWB's adjustment methodology,

utlizing population and economic projections available from the State Departnt of
Finance and the Soutern California Association of Governments.

2.- Diversion Rate 25% in 1995, incrase to 50% by 2000 and thereafter.

3:- The remaining permited disposal capaci at some of the Landfills was incrased by 10%
beginning 1/1/98, on the assumption that these facilites will fully utlize ACC materials.

NOTES:
1.- The 1995 Disposal Tonnage Rates are based on permited daily capaci and

, on the average daily tonnages for the period of 1/1/95 to 12/1/95.
2.- ''tpd-6": tons per day, 6 day per week average.

Source: Los Angeles County Department of Public Work. February 1997.
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TABLE ES-S
SCENARIO C

DISPOSAL CAPACITY SHORTFALL ANALYSIS
ASSUMING NO NEW OR EXPANDED IN-COUNTY LANDFILLS AND UTlUZTION OF

OUT -OF-COUNTY DISPOSAL FACIUTIES DURING THE PLANNING PERIOD
Based on January 1, 1995 through December 31,1995 six-day average tonnages and

assuming AB 939 diversion is fully implemented
Los Angeles County Countyide Siting Element

Year Waste Percent Total Imported Waste Maximum Landfill Daily
Gene.ration Diversion L. A. Co. Waste Exports Daily Disposal Disposal

Rate Disposal to Out-of iTransformation Nee Capacity
Need County Capacity Shortall

Landfills (Excess)

ltcd-6) ltcd-6) ltcd-6) . ltcd-6) iicd-6f ftcd-6T ltcd-6)
1995 49,133 25.00% 36,849 2,481 167 1,835 37,328

1996 50,406 30.00% 35,285 2,400 2,000 1,977 33,708 (21,834

1997 51,290 35.00% 33,339 1,500 3,500 1,977 29,362 (4,720

1998 52,123 40.00% 31,274 1,000 3,500 1,977 26,797 (4,769

1999 52,582 45.00% 28,920 500 3,500 1,977 23,943
.

(4,972

2000 53,661 50.00% 26,830 0 3,500 1,977 21,353 (1,458

2001 54,815 50.00% 27,407 0 3,500 1,977 21,930 44

2002 55,792 50.00% 27,896 o . 3,500 1,977 22,419 872

2003 56,839 50.00% 28,420 0 3,500 1,977 22,943 1,330

2004 57,824 50.00% 28,912 0 6,000 1,977 20,935 11 ,260

2005 58,750 50.00% 29,375 0 6,000 1,977 21,398 11 ,679

2006 59,692 50.00% 29,84 0 6,000 1,977 21,869 18,090

2007 60,628 50.00% 30,314 0 6,000 1,977 22,337 18,499

2008 61,557 50.00% 30,778 0 6,000 1,977 22,801 18,905

2009 62,478 50.00% 31,239 0 6,000 1,977 23,262 19,307

2010 63,390 50.00% 31,695 0 6,000 1,977 23,718 19,705

-

ASSUMPTIONS:
1,- The waste Generation Rate was estimated using the CIWB's adjustment methodolog, utlizing population and economic

projections available from the State Departent of Finance and the Soutern California Assocation of Governments.
2.- Diversion Rate 25% in 1995. incrase to 50% by 2000 and thereafter.
3.- Import and Export quantities for 1996 and beyond are assumed.

NOTES:
1,- The 1995 Disposal Tonnage Rates are base on pemmited daily capaci and on the average daily tonnages

for the period of January 1, 1995 to December 31, 1995.
2. - "tpd-6": tons per day, 6 day per week average.

Source: Los Angeles County Departent of Public WOrXs. February 1997.
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TABLE ES-6
SCENARIO D

DISPOSAL CAPACITY SHORTFALL ANALYSIS
UTILIZNG EXISTING LANDFILLS, AND ASSUMING DEVELOPMENT OF

ALL PROPOSED EXPANSIONS DURING THE PLANNING PERIOD
Based on January 1, 1995 through December 31, 1995 six-day average tonnages and

asuming AB 939 diversion is fully implemented
Los Angeles County Countyide Siting Element

-

Year Waste Percent Total Maximum Landfill Daily
Generation Diversion Disposal Daily Disposal Disposal

Rate Need Transformation Need Capacity
Capacity Shortll

(Excess)

ftDd-6) (tDd-6) ftDd-6) (ted-6) lted-6)
1995 49.133 25.00% 36,849

1996 50,406 30.00% 35,285 1,977 33.308 (22,234

1997 51,290 35.00% 33,339 1,977 31,362 (9,420

1998 52,123 40.00% 31,274 1,977 29,297 (8,969

1999 52,582 45.00% 28.920 1,977 26,943 (13,672

2000 53,661 . 50.00% 26,830 1.977 24,853 (10,058

2001 54.815 50.00% 27,407 1,977 25,430 (9,554

2002 55.792 50.00% 27,896 1,977 25,919 (9,128

2003 56,839 50.00% 28,420 1,977 26,443 (8,670

2004 57,824 50.00% 28.912 1,977 26.935 (8,240

2005 58.750 50.00% 29,375 1,977 27,398 (7,821

2006 59,692 50.00% 29,84 1,977 27,869 (7,410

2007 60,628 50.00% 30.314 1,977 28',337 (7,001

2008 61,557 50.00% 30,778 1,977 28.801 (6,595

2009 62,478 50.00% 31.239 1,977 29.262 (6,193

2010 63,390 50.00% 31.695 1,977 29,718 (795

ASSUMPTONS:
1.- The waste Generation Rate was estiated using the CIWB's adjustmnt methodolog,

utlizng population and ecnomic projectons available from the State Departnt of
Finance and the Soutern California Association of Government.

2.- Diversion Rate 25% in 1995, incrase to 50% by 2000 and thereafter.

NOTES:
1,- The 1995 Disposal Tonnage Rates are based on permited daily capaci and

on the average daily tonnages for the period of 1/1195 to 12/1/95.
2.- "tpd-6": tons per day, 6 day per week average.

Sourc: Los Angeles County Departent of Public Works, February 1997.
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TABLE ES.7. SUMMARY
SCENARIO E

DISPOSAL CAPACiiY SHORTFALL ANALYSIS
UTILIZING EXISTING LANDFILLS. AND ASSUMING DEVELOPMENT OF ALL PROPOSED

EXPANSIONS AND PROPOSED NEW SITES DURING THE PLANNING PERIOD
Based on January 1. 1995 through December 31,1995 six-day average tonnages and

assuming AB 939 diversion is fully implemented
Los Angeles County Countyide Siting Element

Year Waste Percent Total Maximum Landfill Daily
Generation Diversion Disposal Daily Disposal Disposal

Rate Need h" ransformation Need Capacity
Capacity Shortall

(Excess)

~Ttcd--6)-
.,'--_._- ---------- - --

(ted-6)-
-----

__u______ ..,_. (tpd-6) --tQ~L __ (tcd-6L_
1995 49,133 25.00% 36.849--- ------ ------ --
1996 50,406 30.00% 35,285 1,977 33,308 (22,234

--~-- ----- ~----- ,.___u.._ 1--- - --
1997 51,290 35.00% 33.339 1,977 31,362 (9,420

_-
1998 52,123 40.00% 31,274 1,977 29,297 (8,969

---
1999 52,582 45.00% 28,920 1,977 26,943 (13,672

2000 53,661 50.00% 26,830 1,977 24,853 (26,558
1--

54,815 50.00% 27,407 1,977 25,430 (26,0542001

2002 55,792 50.00% 27,896 1,977 25,919 (25,628

2003 56;839 50.00% 28,420 1,977 26,443 (25,170
f--- f--~i.977

26,935 (24,7402004 57,824 50.00% 28,912

2005 58,750 50.00% 29,375 1,977 27,398 (40,821

2006 59,692 50.00% 29,846 1,977 27,869 (40,410

2007 60,628 50.00% 30,314 1,977 28,337 (40,001

2008 61,557 50.00% 30,778 1,977 28,801 (39,595

2009 62,478 50.00% 31 ,239 1,977 29,262 (39,193

2010 63,390 50.00% 31,695 1,977 29,718 (33,795

-

ASSUMPTIONS:
1.- The waste Generation Rate was estimated using the CIWMB's adjustment methodology,

utilizng population and economic projectons available from the State Departent of
Finance and the Southern California Association of Governments.

2.- Diversion Rate 25% in 1995, increase to 50% by 2000 and thereafter.

NOTES:
1.- The 1995 Disposal Tonnage Rates are based on permitted daily capacity and

on the average daily tonnages for the period of 1/1/95 to 12/31/95.
2.- "tpd-6": tons per day. 6 day per week average.

Source: Los Angeles County Departent of Public Works. Februaiy 1997.
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Table ES-8

SUMMY OF POTENTIAL NEW LANDFILLS
AN POTENTIAL EXPANSIONS OF EXISTING FACILITIES

-

SITEI PROPOSEDI ESTIMTED
LOCATION OPERATOR POTENTIA DAIY DISPOSAL

DISPOSAL RATE CAPACITY

POTENTIA NEW CLASS III LANFILLS

Blind Canyon County Sanitation 16,500 tpd-6 130 milion tons
Ventu & Los Angeles Counties Distrcts of
Unincorporated Areas Los Angeles County

Elsmere Canyon BFI 16,500 tpd-6 80 milion tons
County Unincorporated Area

POTENTIAL EXPANSIONS OF EXISTING CLASS III LANFILLS

Antelope Valley Arklin Brothers 1,800 tpd- 7 6.4 milion tons
County Unincorporated Area Enterprises, Inc.

Chiquita Canyon Laidlaw Waste 5,000 tpd-7 18.3 milion tons
County Unincorporated Area Systems, Inc.

Lancaster Waste Management 1,700 tpd-6 10.5 milion tons
County Unincorporated Area of Lancaster, Inc.

Puente Hils County Sanitation 12,000 tpd-6 37 milion tons
. County Unincorporated Area Distrcts of

Los Angeles County

Scholl Canyon City of 3,400 tpd-6 6 milion tons
City of Glendale Glendale/County

Sanitation Distrcts

of Los Angeles
County

Sunshine Canyon BFI of California, 11,000 tpd-6 75 milion tons
County Unincorporated Inc.
Area & City of Los Angeles

Source: Los Angeles County Deparent of Public Works, Environmental Progrs Division, Januar 1997
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Table ES-9
Summary of Existing and Proposed Out-of-County Landfills

SitelLocation Owner/Operator Rail Daily Diposal Estimated Disposal

Access Rate Capacity

I
Existing Out-or-County Landfills

I

Bowerman. Orage Co. Integrated
No

6.675 tpd current 73 millon tons

Orage Co.. CA Waste Mgmt. Dept. 8.000 tpd max.

Butterfield WMX
Yes

unlimited 44 milion tons

Arizona

Columbia Ridge WMX
Yes

unlimited 60 million tons
Oregon

Copper Mountain Sanifill (USA Waste)
No

unlimited 20.7 milion tons
Anzona

East Carbon ECDC (Laidlaw)
. Yes

unlimited 260 million tons
Uta

EI Sobrante1 Western Waste Ind.
No

4,000 tpd 8 millon tons
Riverside Co., CA (USA Waste) ( I 08 milion tons proposed)

Franconia4 WMX
Yes

unlimited IO milion tons

Arizona

La Paz La Paz County & BFI
Yes

unlimited 20 millon tons

Arzona (80 milion tons proposed)

Lockwood Refue, Inc. No
3,500 tpd sta-up 200 milion tons

Nevada unlimited max.

Olinda/Olinda Alpha. Orage Co. Integrated No
6,675 tpd current 41.2 millon tons

Orage Co.. CA Wase Mgmt. Dept. 8,000 tpd max.

Prima Deshecha3 Orage Co. Integrated No
4,000 tpd 46.3 milion tons

Orage Co.. CA Waste Mgmt. Dept.

Roosevelt Rabanco '
Yes

unlimited 120 milion tons

Washington

Simi Valley WMX
No

3,000 tpd 8. i millon tons
Ventura Co.. CA

Toland Road3 Ventura Regional
No

1,500 tpd i 5 milion tons
Ventura Co.. CA Sanitation Dikstrict

Notes:
¡Orage County has signed contrcts with private waste haulers for the disposal of approximately 5,000 tpd of solid waste
maximum from other counties in Orage County facilities.

20f the i 08 millon ton proposed expansion. 40 percent of the daily and total waste capacity would be reserved for Riverside

County. and the remaining 60 percent could be used to dispose of waste from area outside Riverside County.
)Out-of-county waste is curently not accepted at this facility.

'Landfill is fully permitted but not yet built.

Source: Los Angeles County Deparent of Public Works. Environmental Progras Division. Janua 1997
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Table ES-9 (cont'd)
Summary or Existing and Proposed Out-or-County Landfills

Site/Location Owner/Operator Rail Proposed Daily Estimated Disposal

Access Diposal Rate Capacity

!

Proposed Out-or-County Landfills
I

Bolo Station RailCycie (WMX and 21.000 tpd 430 million tons
San Bernardino Co.. CA Burlington Northern & Yes (3.000 tpd star-up)

Santa Fe Railway Co.)

Campo Campo Band of Mission 3,000 tpd 28 million tons
San Diego Co., CA Indians and Muht-Hei. Yes

Inc.; operator not known

Eagle Mountain Mine Reclamation Corp. 20,000 tpd 700 milion tons
Riverside Co., CA Yes

Mesquite Regional Western Waste Inds. 20,000 tpd 624 million tons
Imperial Co.. CA (USA Waste). So. Pacific, Yes (4,000 tpd sta-up)

Gold Fields Mining, Inc..
& Arid Operations

-

Source: Los Angeles County Deparent of Public Works, Environmental Progras Division, Januar 1997
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